3^7^-33004/99 


REGD. NO. D. L.-33004/99 


—. Jllli 

3 TRcT M <\*WM 

<£ke (Baxette of , 3 ticlia 


if. 536] 
No. 536] 


y/^_y\. 

EXTRAORDINARY /> ' 

*n*i n— , an»» 3—■sr-'ste (i) / ( 

PARTII—Section 3—Sub-section (I) ? *' 

TT^WR if TP E lftRI v 0 

PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 

»if *hwm, ar^wT 23, 200i/*frrl^0Ll923 

NEW DELHI, TUESDAY, OCTOBER 23,2001/KARTXKA 01,1923 


y t o9 v 

■../ / 


Ry iPifrra/ (T#im) urt ^TRfw-4 
M fe 5 ^, 22 arajarc, 2001 

UtRh ]pr % •yrttaro 

fWr : ft^ruvllpi ^ NRff if ftHW % «TFIRff 

[iftoi yw $R<+> JtftrfWj, 1975 ^ m 8ift % w*f vfed #qr ^W$R 9> (Jtfrm ^prr^ v^nn sfaFmfm) 
fmwft, 1997 WP ^ Tj4T.^.^t. Rmmt % ^ 3 Rtrf% % f^T 18 % 3TtfpT I] 

ITPfiT.fa. 793( W).—T#TPT ^F>' % f*m 6 % 3T*fN ^fRcT 'tf R+HI71 % aTT^RT % 3J5ftf if ^TTM ^ 

^ farft? 2-2-99 ctf Rpft f^IT SIT I f^TM % 4f§7T 3TRTRT if 7T#T g#T 

srm^bT ^ 33^Tf cpf WFf cp f^jTT fr^TTeT % 3TRRT ^R RjWi 3TRRW ^ JRFT 

cp ^RH W*Jc4 22% 3fR ^3^ ^ % ^TPT WJE*f 15% ^ 7«TtqW cTUPT 

cPRf wft 3Tf^Tf Rlw4 ^pf§T?T PfiiHTcfefr ^ 11(1) ^ ( ^TRTT ^P W 

(aRTPTTRT) ■RPT- I I, I I I W« (1) 3 W9>|R|tf ) f^TIcP 11.6.99 ^1 Rift iiTT ^ | 
TsfPTFi ^f> f^FTicR^ cp f^fZFT 12 3fk 14 % 3Fner xrffa ^TT 1975 

(1975 cpi 51 ) cfft ETRT 8 tf WTRT (1) gRT 5RrT ^ifrWl ^pi RTf^T 4R^ H6lPl^ico 
(rstRtrt) % 3ifcFT f^crn^f 3 ueir w 33Kct ^RcpR ^ ■Riicp 30-6-1999 ^ arl^pg^pn 
82/99- #rn % ^RT cpf^RT 3Tf^RpfT ^ M£FT 3T5^t % 7t. 

290711 % STEj^T 3TFt ^ ftfRTR R?, cpift ITR^T 4 3TFTlfcic1 ^T, f%R W 

RSrf’nTPT ?[RP 3Tf^Rtf^RT fcpTTT t" > 


(cP) 29 ^Rcpft, 2000 W % 3TP?TcT W 22% 3fR 

(33[) 1 *W$, 2000 i 29 v^T, 2001 ?f7p ( cM f^T WPlR ) ^ 3TRTcT ^ ^R 

15% I 
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3Tlft RfftcT 3Tfftg44T £T7T ftt4T ftfftfr Srf^RH, 1 975 ftt EIRT 8(ftt) ftt WIRT (6) 
ft ^ (ft ft 3lftt4 ftftR ariftcR ft 3RfmT fftRTlfttR ftftt ft fft4TR" ft 3TT4lftt 47 

3R4 «TTcft ft RTTST-RTTST 7ftt4T4 TJoR 3ftftft4R ft ^4 44T4 ftt 4^ t 1 

2. 7att4R fftT4T4cft ft fftl4 18 ft Rftft 3TTftfftE fttftcfRTT fft., (TRT.ftT.ftt) 

afk ftftrcRRT fft. (44.ftt.4R ), ft 4R4 ft fft4TR ft 4%r 34474 ft Rft^; 

4444fti (ft ?t Tftt fftftR alter ft 44fft ft feR 4174 ft f^RRTcT % 344Ttft 47 cT4T4 44 7*41414 
7JR4 ft 44ftSRT ft feUJ ftft 4437 4^ 3Tlft44 47^4 fft4 Rift 47 1 R44ft, 2001 eft ^fttaRT 
rt 447 fttfcRT Rift fft4T w an aft* 3rf%4 rtr 4fft4H 16-5-2001 eft Rift 
20-6-2001 ftl 4174 ft 77R44, R71T4RR ft 4cRfft4 fft4T R18H I 

7aft414 7J447 fft44T4cft ft fft44 18 ft RTTSP 4fft4 ftftl TJcR ftfftE 3Tfftfft44 1975 ftt 
4171 8 77 ftt 44-4T7T (1) ftft (4) % gTTT 444 Rfftfti 44 44t4 cjRft j|4 44 44^47 4ftft4 RT4 
4fft7lftt 47 yiftaRT ft fftlR 4Rft ft 49474 4774 7R7R7 ft 3ftft7J447 ft. 73/2001 - ftftT ftcR 
fftTRE 28 ftR, 2001 g[RT 4774 ft fftRIR ft 371474 47 fftRTJRR RaftPTRT ftc47 37fftftR7 fft47 

t '•- 


(eft 10% R4 377414 30 ftft 2001 eft 29.6.2002 447 ft ( ftftf fftT YITffteT ) cRTT 

(7l) 7% R4 377474 30 ft4, 2002 ft 29 ftft, 2003 cTep ft ( ftftr fftf RTfftR ) 

RftET ftftr 9JR4 ftftR 3Ttfttft^T ftt 4T7I 8 77 eft 444177 (6) ft 77^4 (eft ft 3ftftr 
ftcRRfttel ftft % 7R ft 3Ttft7jtft/T ftftt ft ftRTTef % STRITcI R7 YaftlRI ft ft ^ ft t I 

3. tftr ftRTeRT, 7RRef fftRry, tft?ftt eft fftRTT Wtft 3lftR ft tftcTRR, 2001ft 
ft fTlfttel, ftft, eft tftil I, fftn^ RSIT ftftui 3RfteR ft fftw 14-12-98 ftt RtftgRTT ft. 
103/98- ftftrr ft ft^ftrr fftRRRfter ftftr ft ftftn ftfftE 3TfMftrH, 

1975 eft EIRT 8 ft Rftft ^ftfteT f^W 28 2001 ftt RftRjjxRTT ft^IT 73/2001 ft 

fftRTTfftT RTft ftt ft fft 1 ? RReft TRf 1FTRTT RT Tift ?Rft fft? iq^ ^ ffte^ 

3iRTET ftt-fftfftfftR ^eR ft 4ftt 3lto t I RF ftt W RRT t fft ftcRI ^eTT^, 2001 ft 

ftftR cTRT tftRftT ft 3551 ft 3TRRT ft ftt 4ft 2000-01 ft ftRRT fft^RT ft fR 

3TRTIcft 44 13% ft ftt RlftR PfRdcff t I 44 R^ftei fft4T 44T t fft 54 fftRRfttR ftftt ft fttft 
4Tft armrftf 47 rtoRi 7aftrT4 tjor ftt ^ ftt rrirt 4r fftir ^ 1 571 ft rrm ftt ftfftR 

HTR ft 44 44T t 44 47 ftt 7aftTI4 R44T 4T%4 1 
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4. URft ftt 3?rm cR ftl Tff ft 3fft WT ^TJT ^ 5RfTcT ftlUT % % vJ4^Tb fcfrfiRlfttR ftftt 
ft ftftlT ^cf3 tfftF 3rf£rf^FT, 1 975 eft SJRT 8 ^ $ aRftf ftHTH cJ3T 3TWlcT 3R^ ftftftPlfau 
^R $ 3T&C13 ft 3fR ^TfeR 1R[ Rtf^RT % Rfft? HUftSRT cRftjTft RRWf 3Rft M fft?UU fftTJT 
w ft i ^rfteRT grr ^tRT tif ft ft> 4 rt ftft ^rf^prer f^fiRRfter ftfti ft ftRiR ft rum r? 
ft ft?T R^fTTRT ft} 3K|i|ft ft ^ % TTR ft I 

Tift Traer wi wnM Tif^ apft w ftWru 29-11-2001 to “TOftftro (t#tft), sft to, 
totcf, ■ 5 5 w«t wr, -^farift-110002, ^ror"^ 3 r^T^r^! 


[w ft. ri. wr./dft.i^r.ft./2/98 (^.)] 

3TR. % . TjTTT, 


OFFICE OFIHE DIRECTOR GENERAL (SAFEGUARDS) 

New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2001 
NOTICE OFREVIEWOFSAFEGUARDDUTY EXEMPTION 
Sub.: Review of Safeguard duty exemption on imports of Phenol i nto India from notified developing countries—regarding. 

[Under Rule 18 of the Customs Tariff (Indenfification and Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 (hereinafter 
referred to as the SGD Rules) read with Section 8 B of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975], 

G.S.R 793(E).—The notice initiating investigation concerning import of Phenol into India was issued on 2-2-99 
under Rule 6 of the SGD Rules. Final findings were isued under Rule 11 (1) of the said Rules, [published in the Gazette of 
India (Extraordinary), Part II-Section-3 -Sub-section (i) on 11 -6-99], recommending safeguard duty to be imposed @ of 22% 
advalorem during the 1st year and @ of 15% advalorem during the 2nd year on imports of Phenol into India being the 
minimum necessary for the protection of the domestic industry from the serious injury threatened to be caused by the 
increased imports of Phenol. In exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 (51 of 1975) read with Rules 12 and 14 of the SGD Rules and based on the final findings of the Director General 
(Safeguards), the Central Government vide Notification No, 82/99-Customs dated 30th June, 1999 imposed on Phenol, 
falling under sub-heading number 2907.11 of the First Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act, when imported into India, a 
safeguard duty at the rate of: 

(a) 22% when imported uptoand inclusive of the 29th day of February, 2000; and 

(b) 15% when imported from the 1st of March, 2000 to 29th day of June, 2001 (both days inclusive). 

Further the said notification exempted, inter alia, levy of safeguard duty on imports of Phenol from notified developing 
countries under Clause (a) of sub-section (6) of Section 8B of Customs Tariff Act 1975, other than South Africa. 

2. On an application filed before me under Rule 18 ofthc SGD Rules by Hindustan Organic Chemicals Ltd. (HOC), 
Mumbai and Herdillia Chemicals Ltd, (HCL), Mumbai for review of Safeguard Duty imposed on imports of Phenol into India 
to protect the domestic producers of Phenol against continued serious injury caused by the increased imports of Phenol 
into India, a notice of review was isued on 1st January, 2001 and final findings were issued on 16-5-2001 and was published 
in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary on 20-6-2001. 

In exercise of powers conferred by sub-sections (1) and (4) of section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, read with 
rule 18 of the SGD Rules, the Central Government vide Notification No. 73/2001-CUSTOMS dated 28th June, 2001, after 
considering the aforesaid final findings in review, imposed safeguard duty on imports of Phenol into India as under: 

(a) 10%, when imported from the 30th day of June, 2001 to the 29th day of June, 2002 (both days inclusive); and 

(b) 7%, when imported from the 30th day of June, 2002 to the 29th day of June, 2003 (both days inclusive). 
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The notification also exempted levy of safeguard duty on imports of Phenol made from countries notified as developing 
countries under clause (a) of sub-section (6) of section 8B of the said Customs Tariff Act. 

3. It has been informed to the Department of Revenue, Ministry of Finance, New Delhi that the imports of Phenol into 
India during April to early September 2001 from Brazil, China, Korea, Singapore and South Africa constituting some of the 
notified developing countries listed in Notification No. 103/98-Customs dated 14-12-98 are much more than the de-minimis 
level stipulated under Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act 1975 to make them eligible for availing the exemption benefits 
extended by the aforesaid Notification No. 73/2001 -CUSTOMS dated 28th June, 2001. It has also been stated that imports 
from South Africa and Singapore in July, 2001 alone was to the extent of3551 tonnes, which worked out to more than 13% 
of the total imports of Phenol during the year 2000-2001. It has been requested that the exemption from safeguard duty 
available to imports originating from these developing countries may be revoked Further, the consignments that have 
escaped the levy, should also be subjected to safeguard duty. 

4. The matter has been examined and it appears that prima facie the imports of Phenol from the aforementioned 
developing countries are more than the de-minimis level stipulated under Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and 
accordingly it has been decided to initiate review proceedings through this notice. The purpose of the review is to 
determine whether such notified developing countries are eligible to the exemption from payment of safeguard duty on 
imports of Phenol from these countries. 

All the interested parties may make their views known and submit documentary evidence by 29th November, 2001 
to: 


The Director General (Safeguard), 

5th Floor,‘D’ Block, 

Indraprastha Bhawan, 

New Delhi-110002. 

India 

[F. No. SG/INV/2/98(REV)] 
R. K. GUPTA, Director General 
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